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AHHOMAayus
BBegenue. Performance-meHepxMeHT (PM) urpaeT KpUTHUECKYIO POJIb B JOCTHXKEHUH OPraHU3aLlMOHHBIX
HRM-1Lenel, ojHaKO TpaJULUOHHBIE HCCIe/J0OBaHUS KOHIEHTPUPOBAIUCh Ha €ro TeXHUYECKUX acleKTaX,
UTHOPUPYS BOCIIPUSATHE COTPYAHUKOB U KOHTEKCTya/bHble 0CO6€HHOCTH pa3BUBaIOLIMXCs cTpaH. HacTos-
mee ucciaegoBaHue QokycupyeTcss Ha 06pa3oBaTeIbHOM CEKTOpE, IZie pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTb CHUCTEMBI
performance-MeHemxMeHTa (Performance Management System Effectiveness, PMSE) crankuBaeTcs ¢ yHU-
KaJIbHBIMH BbI30BaMU: KOHPJIMKTOM MeX/Jy akaJleMUYeCKUMH M aJIMUHUCTPATUBHBIMU LieJSMU, HU3KUM
JloBepHeM K GopMaIbHbIM OLleHKaM.
Ilesb. IMnupuyeckass MpoBepkKa KOMIIEKCHOH PM-mozeny, o6beAUHSIONIEN TEeXHUYECKYI0 TOYHOCTh
(Performance Management System Accuracy, PMSA) u BocipuHHMaeMyto cripaBefauBocTb (Performance
Management System Fairness, PMSF), orjeHka Ux BJIMSHHUS Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTD B NPOLleCC TPUHSATHUS pellle-
Hul (Work Engagement, WE) u npousBoguTtenbHocTb (Task Performance, TP; Contextual Performance, CP)
COTPY/HUKOB OpraHU3aliu.
MeTobl. MicciejoBaHMe coYeTaeT TeEOPeTUYECKUH aHa/IN3 KOHLIENTYalbHbIX MO/ZiesIel pe3yIbTaTUBHOCTH
cucteMbl performance-MmeHemkMeHTa «TpeboBaHus — pecypchl paboTei» (Job Demands-Resources Model,
JD-R), «Crnoco6HOCTHU-MOTHBANMA-BO3MOKHOCTH» (Ability-Motivation-Opportunity, AMO), «CouuanbHbIN
06MeH» U KOJTMYeCTBeHHbIN moaxo/1. JlaHHbIe co6paHbl Yepe3 aHOHUMHBIe opockl 500 coTpyAHMKOB 06pa-
30BaTeJIbHbIX opraHu3ainuil Poccuu. [l mpoBepKH MIOTe3 MPUMEHEHO CTPYKTYpPHOE MOJe/IMpOBaHue
BTOPOTo MOPsI/IKA, OLieHHUBaloIllee NPsMble U ONOCpeJoBaHHbIe 3PPeKThl BAUSAHUSA TOYHOCTH CHUCTEMBI
performance-MeHe/KMeHTa U BOCIIPUHUMaeMOH ClpaBe/i/INBOCTH Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB B ITPO-
IlecC MPUHATHSA pellleHHH, BBINOJIHEHHE 33/1aY U UX 3KCTPapoJIeBOe MoBeJieHHe. AHAIN3 BKJII0YaJ OLlEHKY
HA/IEXKHOCTH IIKaJI, KOHBEPreHTHOW U AMCKPUMUHAHTHON BaIMTHOCTH.
Pe3yabTaThbl. Pe3ybTaTUBHOCTD cHUCTEMBI performance-MeHePKMeHTa JeMOHCTPUPYET 3HAYUMOe BJIUS-
HYe Ha BOBJIEUEHHOCTb COTPYAHHUKOB B Ipolecc NpuHATHA pettenui ( = 0.58, p <0.01) 1 Ha ux npousBo-
autenbHocTh (TP: B = 0.42; CP: B = 0.35). BoB/Ie4eHHOCTb YaCTUYHO ONOCPE/YET CBSA3b Pe3yJIbTaTUBHOCTH
performance-MeHe/KMeEHTA U 3KCTPapOJ1eBON TPOU3BOAUTENBHOCTH — 41% 3ddekTa, HOJTHOCTBIO — KOppe-
JISIIIUIO pe3yJIbTaTUBHOCTH performance-MeHe/PKMEHTA U BbINIOJIHEHUS 3324, 3¢ dekT cocTaBu 63%. Kito-
YeBbIM JIETEPMUHAHTOM pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTH performance-MeHe/PKMEHTA OKasajach BOCIHPUHUMaeMasi
cripaBeiIBOCTh (3 = 0.47) NPOTHUB TOYHOCTH CUCTeMBI yripasyieHus (3 = 0.21), oco6eHHO B YCIOBUSX aKa-
JleMHUYeCcKOl HeolpeJiesleHHOCTH. MoJiesib 00'bsicHseT 52% Aucnepcud BOBJIEYEHHOCTH COTPYAHUKOB, U
45% nucniepcuy BBINOJTHEHUS 33/1aY, IO TBEPXK/As €€ pesIeBaHTHOCTD /ISl 06pa30BaTeJbHOTO CEKTOPA.
BbIBOABI. Pe3ysibTaThl MOAYEPKUBAIOT, UTO PE3YIbTATUBHOCTD performance-MeHe/PKMEHTA B 06pa30BaHUH
TpebyeT 6aslaHca MeX/Y TOYHOCTBIO LieJied U TPoLielyPHOU clipaBeAIMBOCThIO. [[pakTHYecKHe peKoMeH/ja-
I[MY BKJIIOYAIOT BHE/IpEHNE aHOHUMHBIX OL[€HOK CITPaBEe/JIMBOCTH U TPEHUHTOB JIJI1 MEHE/PKEPOB M0 METO-
auke «CuTyanusi-noBeeHye-nocaectus» (Situation-Behavior-Impact, SBI), uHTerpanuio akcTpapoJieBoi
IPOM3BOAUTENBHOCTH B KJIIOUEBbIe NIOKA3aTeN Pe3yJIbTATUBHOCTH Yepe3 yYeT MEHTOPCTBA U HAyYHBIX
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MHULMUATUB, ucnosb3oBaHue OKR-miatdpopm (Objectives and Key Results,OKR) g coBmecTHOM nocTa-
HOBKH LieJjieil. OrpaHuYeHus1 UCC/IeJOBaHUs — perMoHabHas cnelrdrka Bbi6opku (Poccust) u pokyc Ha 06-
pasoBaTesbHbIN cekTOp. [lepcnekTrBEI — H3yyeHHe PMSE B yc10BUAX LM POBU3ALUU U KPOCC-KYJIBTYPHBIE
CpaBHEHMUSI.
Katoueswie caoea: performance-meHemxMeHT, HRM-1niesny, MoTuBanus, ynpaBjeHUe 4eJOBeYeCKUMU
pecypcamy, ynpaBJjeHUe pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTbIO, BOBJIEUEHHOCTh B paboTy, IPOU3BOAUTENBHOCTb COTPYAHU-
KOB, CTPYKTYpPHOE MO/JieJIUpOBaHue, 06pa3oBaTe/ibHble OpraHu3aliy, SMIMpUUEeCcKOoe Uccae/j0BaHue
BaazodapHocmu: vcciefoBaHue BblNOJIHeHO B 0)kHOM defiepa/lbHOM YHUBEPCUTETE B paMKax MpPOeKTa
PH® Ne 24-28-01624.
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Abstract
Introduction. Performance management (PM) plays a critical role in achieving organizational goals, but
traditional research has focused on its technical aspects, ignoring employee perceptions and the contextual
features of developing countries. This study focuses on the education sector, where performance management
effectiveness (PMSE) faces unique challenges: conflict between academic and administrative goals, low trust
in formal assessments.
Purpose. The aim of the work is to empirically test a comprehensive PM model combining technical accuracy
(PMSA) and perceived fairness (PMSF) and assess their impact on employee engagement (WE) and produc-
tivity (Task Performance (TP); Contextual Performance (CP).
Methods. The study combines theoretical analysis of the conceptual models of performance management
system Job Demands-Resources Model (JD-R), Ability-Motivation-Opportunity (AMO), Social Exchange and
quantitative approach. The data were collected through anonymous surveys of 500 employees of educational
organizations in Russia. To test the hypotheses, second-order structural modeling was used to evaluate
the direct and indirect effects of the influence of performance-management system accuracy and perceived
fairness on employees' involvement in decision-making, task performance, and their extra-role behavior.
The analysis included an assessment of the reliability of the scales, convergent and discriminant validity.
Results. The effectiveness of the performance-management system shows a significant effect on employee
involvement in the decision-making process (§ = 0.58, p < 0.01) and on their productivity (TP: § = 0.42;
CP: B = 0.35). Involvement partially mediated the correlation of performance management resultivity and
extra-role performance, 41% of the effect, and fully mediated the correlation of performance management
resultivity and task performance, the effect was 63%. The key determinant of performance-management
resultivity was found to be perceived fairness (8 = 0.47) vs. accuracy of the management system (§ = 0.21),
especially in the context of academic uncertainty. The model explained 52% of the variance in employee en-
gagement, and 45% of the variance in task completion, confirming its relevance to the educational sector.
Conclusions. The results highlight that performance management in education requires a balance between
goal accuracy and procedural fairness. Practical recommendations include the introduction of anonymous
fairness assessments and training for managers using the Situation-Behavior-Impact (SBI) methodology,
the integration of contextual performance into key performance indicators by taking into account mentoring
and research initiatives, and the use of OKR (Objectives and Key Results) platforms for joint goal setting. Lim-
itations of the study include the regional specificity of the sample (Russia) and the focus on the education
sector. Prospects include studying PMSE in the context of digitalization and cross-cultural comparisons.
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BBeaenue

Pe3sysbTaTUBHOCTb cucTeMbl performance-mMeHemxMeHTa (Performance Management System
Effectiveness, PMSE) sB/sieTc KJIIOYEBbIM 3JIEMEHTOM OPraHU3allMOHHOTO ycCIliexa, 00ecledyrBast
COTJIaCOBAaHHOCTb UH/MBU/Iya/IbHBIX U KOPIIOpPAaTUBHBIX Liesiel [1]. HecMoTps Ha foka3aHHYIO poJib pe-
3ysbTaTUBHOCTU PMSE B moBbIIEHMU TPOU3BOJUTENBHOCTH [2; 3], TpaAULIMOHHBIE UCCAEI0BAHUS
NpeuMylLecCTBEHHO GOKYyCUPOBaIMCh HA €€ BJIMSHMUU Ha OpraHU3allMOHHbIe Pe3yJIbTaThl, UTHOPUPYS
BOCIIPUAATHE COTPYAHUKOB [4; 5]. Takol nojaxoz co3zas CylecCTBEHHbIM Npo6es B IOHKUMaHUHU TOTO,
KaK pe3yJIbTaTUBHOCTb performance-MeHe )XKMeHTa BO3JeCTByeT Ha KJII0UeBble I0BeJleHUeCKUe ac-
MeKThbl pabOTHUKOB — UX MOTHBAI1I0, BOBJIEYEHHOCTD U JIOSIIbHOCTD [6-9].

CoBpeMeHHbIe UCCJIe/l0BaHuUs TOJYepPKUBAIOT, YTO 3pPekTrBHOCTH PMSE 3aBUCUT He TOJIBKO OT
TEeXHUYECKOU TOUHOCTH CUCTeMBI (HapuMep, oT noctaHoBKM SMART-11es1eil), HO U OT eé BOCIIPUHUMa-
eMoi cnipaBeAsuBocTH [3]. OfHaKoO cyliecTByoLMe paboThl GparMeHTapHbl: O4HU aBTOPbI aKLleHTH-
py1oT pakTopbl npoekTupoBaHus PMSE, Takue kak o6paTHasi CBSI3b M 00y4eHue olleHIUKOB [10], apy-
THe - poJib BOBJIEUEHHOCTH COTPY/JHUKOB B GOPMHUpPOBaHHE OPraHU3aLMOHHOM leHHOoCcTH [11]. [Ipu aToM
HeJI0CTAaTOYHO U3y4YeHbl KOHTEKCTyaIbHble 0CO6EHHOCTH, 0CO6EHHO B pa3BUBAIOILUXCSl CTPaHax, Tlie op-
raHU3alMOHHbIE CTPYKTYPhI U KyJIbTYpa CYLeCTBEHHO OT/IMYAIOTCA OT 3anaJHbIx Mojesei [12; 13].

Ocobyto akTyaabHOCTb TpUo6peTaeT usydeHue PMSE B o6pa3oBaTesibHOM ceKTope, rjie 3¢ dek-
THUBHOCTb IIpeNo/aBaTe/JbCKOT0 COCTAaBa HANPAMYI BJMAET HAa KayeCTBO 00pa3oBaTe/IbHBIX YCJAYT
[14-17]. TeM He MeHee, cyuiecTBytouiue Mozeau PMSE pefko yYUThIBaOT ciequUKy akaZeMUIeCKUX
OpraHu3aluy, re e Pa3BUTHs IEPCOHAIA YacTO KOHQJIMKTYIOT C aJMUHUCTPATUBHbIMU TPe60OBaHU-
smu [18]. KpoMe Toro, ocTaéTcs HerccaeJoBaHHbIM MeXaHU3M, yepe3 KoTopbiit PMSE BivsieT Ha mpous-
BOJMTEJIBHOCTb COTPYAHMKOB — HalpHUMep, ONOCpeAylollas poJib BOBJIEYeHHOCTH B paboty (Work
Engagement, WE), koTopasi CBSI3bIBaeT CUCTEMY yIIPaBJeHUs C UHAUBU/IyalbHBIMU pe3yJbTaTamMu [19].

Llesb uccnenoBaHus — MIPOBECTH 3MIMPUUECKYIO IPOBEPKY KOoMILJIeKCHOU Mogenu PMSE, 06b-
e/IUHSI0IEeNd TOYHOCTb cucTeMbl yrpaBienus (Performance Management System Accuracy, PMSA) u Boc-
NpUHUMaeMy1o cripaBeyiuBoCcTh (Performance Management System Fairness, PMSF), oueHUTS e€ BiiusiHuE
Ha BOBJIEYEHHOCTb B pabOTy U MPOU3BOJUTENBHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB 006pa30BaTe/bHbIX OpraHU3alyu.
Hcnosib3ysl CTPyKTYpHOe Mo/JieJIMpoBaHue BTOPOro NMopsajKa, Mbl eMoHCTpupyeM, uTo PMSE He ToJibkO
HaNpsAMyIo yJydliaeT BoinoJiHeHHe 3a7a4 (Task Performance, TP), Ho n onocpesoBaHHO — yepes BOBJIe-
YEeHHOCTb COTPYAHUKOB B paboTy (Work Engagement, WE) - yiy4inaeT KOHTEKCTHYI0 IPOU3BOJUTEb-
HocTb (Contextual Performance, CP). Pe3ysibTaTbl NOJ4ePKUBAIOT KPUTUUECKYIO POJIb BOCIIPUHUMAEeMOH
CIpaBeJJIMBOCTH W INpeAJaraloT NpakTUYeCKHe peKOMeHJALMU JJd aJanTalydUd pe3yJbTaTUBHOCTHU
performance-MeHe/)KMeHTa K YCJIOBUSIM pa3BUBAIOLIUXCS PbIHKOB. Mcciie/joBaHKe pacIlipsieT TeOpeTH-
YyecKUe paMKU yIpaBJieHUs 4eJ0BEYECKUMH pecypcaMH, MpejJarasi MoJxo[, KOTOpbId GasaHcUpyeT
MeX/y TEXHUYECKOW TOYHOCTBIO M YeJIOBEKO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHOM CIPaBe//IMBOCTHI0.

TEOPETI/I‘IGCKHC OCHOBBI HCCJZIEA0OBAHUA

PesynbTaTUBHOCTB performance-MeHePKMeHTa aHAJIM3UPyeTCsd yepe3 IPU3MY JBYX B3aMMO/J0-
MOJIHAKLIUX TeOpeTUYeCKUX MOAX0/0B: TEXHUYECKONW TOYHOCTU M BOCIPHHMMAaeMOM ClpaBefJINBO-
CTH. ITH KOHLeNMH 6a3UPYIOTCs Ha KIaCCUYeCKUX TeOPHsIX YIIpaBJIeHNs U OpraHUM3alMOHHOIO [10Be/ie-
HU$], 4YTO T03BOJIsIeT KOMIJIEKCHO OLleHUTh BausiHue PMSE Ha BoBJIe4eHHOCTb M NPOU3BOAUTENbHOCTD
coTpyaHUKoB. PMSE omnpefesisieTcss Kak CIOCOGHOCTb CHUCTEMbl COTJIACOBBIBAaTb WHAWBU/yaIbHbIE U
OpraHu3alMOHHbIE IeJIM Yepe3 MeXaHU3Mbl [IJIAHUPOBAHUS, OLEHKH U 00paTHOM cBs3H [1]. B ocHoBe
PMSE JsiexkaT /iBe OCHOBHbIE TEOPUU — IOCTAHOBKHU Iiesiel U KOHTpoJs (puc. 1).
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CoBpeMeHHbIe uccaenoBanusd [3; 20] pacuupstoT TeopeTudeckuit pyHgamenT PMSE, Boigensas
JiBa KJII0YeBbIX U3MepeHus (Ta6s1. 1). KomMGMHHpoBaHHAsa MoJe/ib TEXHUYECKOW TOYHOCTH CUCTEMBI U
BOCIIDUHMMaeMOH CIIpaBeJJINBOCTH 00'biAcHAET 68% aucnepcuu B a¢pdexktuBHocTr PMSE, uTo noj-
TBepXXAaeT eé BaJIMJHOCTb.

PMSE
Teopusi NOCTAHOBKH IIeJI€ii: Teopusi KOHTPOJIA:
YeTkue, U3MEpUMBIE LIENH Cucrembl OlLIeHKH 1 00paTHOI
MOBBILIAIOT MOTUBALIUIO U CBS3M MUHUMU3UPYIOT OTKJIIOHEHUS
HAIPaBJISAIOT YCUIIUS COTPYIHUKOB OT IJIAaHOB

Puc. 1. Teopuu, hopmupyrowue konyenyuio PMSE!
Fig. 1. Theories shaping the PMSE concept

BoBJieueHHOCTb B paboTy paccMaTpUBaeTcs Kak MeauaTop mMexay PMSE u npousBoauTenbHO-
CThI0. B cOOTBEeTCTBUU C MOjie/IbI0 TPeO6OBaHUM U pecypcoB paboThl (Job Demands-Resources, JD-R),
PMSE BbIcTynaeT pecypcoM, KOTOpPbIH corsiacHo aBTopaM Bakker, Demerouti, cHu»aeT 3MoLMOHaJIb-
HOe BbIFOpaHUe 3a CYET NPo3pavyHOCTH Liesei [21]. Saks oTMeudaeT ycuieHre MOTUBALIMU Yepes clipa-
BeJIIMBO€e BO3HarpaxjeHue [22].

IMNMpUYeCcKHe UCCIeJOBAaHUA NOATBEPXKAAIOT, YTO TEXHUYECKAsd TOYHOCTb CUCTEMBI ITOBBILIAET
BOBJIEYEHHOCTb B PabOTY Yepes3 CTPYKTypHUpoBaHHOCTh 33/1a4 (§ = 0.32, p <0.01) [14]. PMSF ycunuBaet
3MOLMOHAJIbHYIO TPUBSA3aHHOCTD K OpraHu3alyu 3a cuéT aosepus (3 = 0.41, p <0.001) [23].

Ta6auna 1 - KomnoneHTsl Moaeau PMSE?
Table 1 - Components of PMSE model

Hsmepenue PakTopel ABTOpBI
PMSA (Accuracy) Hcnosb3oBaHue NoBeJleHYecKkuX noka3aTesned | Kolich, 2009
TeXHU4YecKasd TOYHOCThb PerysnspHas o6paTHas CBsi3b Lawler, 2003
CUCTEMBI AJrOpUTMHU3UPOBAHHBIE METO/IbI OLEHKU Garengo etal., 2005
PMSF (Fairness) PaBeHCTBO B pacnipejiesieHnd Bo3HarpaxkaeHun | Becker & Gerhart, 1996
BOCIIPMHUMaeMas [Ipo3padyHOCTb NpOoUEeAyp Stokes, 2000
CcrpaBeAJIMBOCTb Y4yacTue COTPYJIHUKOB B IOCTaHOBKe LieJIel de Vries etal., 2016

PMSE BiusieT Ha [iBa TUNa NPOM3BOJAUTEJIBHOCTU. B epByl0 o4yepe/ b, Ha BBINOJHEHUE 3a7a4
(Task Performance, TP), yTo npeactaBisieT co60ii BbiloJHEHHe GOPMaJbHbIX 005S3aHHOCTEHN U 3aBU-
CHUT OT TOYHOCTH NOCTaHOBKHU 1iesiel (PMSA) [3]. O6bsicHsieT 45 % BapuaTUBHOCTHU BbINOJHEHUS 33734
B oOpa3oBaTesibHOM cekTope [14]. Bo BTOpyw odYepeab, Ha KOHTEKCTHYIO MPOU3BOJUTENbHOCTh
(Contextual Performance, CP), yTo npejcTaBJ/sieT 3KCTpapoJieBoe noBesieHWe (MHULMATUBbI, IOMOILb
KoJLJIeraM) W CBsI3aHa C BOCIpUHUMaeMou cnpaBeaynBocTbio (PMSF) ($=0.29, p <0.05) [24]. Mera-
aHanu3 57 ucciefoBaHUM NMoKasbiBaeT, YTo PMSE okasbiBaeT 6oJiblllee BJIMSHUE Ha BBINOJHEHUE
3a/lay, 4eM Ha KOHTEKCTHYI0 IPOU3BOUTENbHOCTD [25].

dddexkTrBHOCTL PMSE BapbupyeTcs B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT OPTaHU3aLMOHHOU KYJIbTYPbl U peruo-
HaJIbHOT'0 KOHTEKCTa. B nepapxuueckux crpyktypax PMSE ¢pokycupyetcs Ha koHTpoJie [13], B UHHO-
BAalMOHHBIX KOMITAHHUSAX LIeHTPaJIbHBIM 3BEHOM SIBJISIETCS Pa3BUTHE COTPYAHUKOB [18]. B pa3BuBato-
muxcst crpadHax PMSE crankuBaeTcs ¢ nmpo6JieMoit 610pokpaTtuu [26]. B Poccuu kitoueBbIM 6apbepoM
sIBJIsIeTCS HeZloBepUe K popMaJibHbIM CUCTEMAM OLleHKH [6].

1 CocTaBJieH aBTOpaMH.
2 CocTaBJieHa aBTOpaMH.
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CoBpeMeHHble KOHIlenuuu PMSE noaBepratoTcs MeTOL0JIOTMYECKON U KOHLIENTyaJlbHON KpU-
THKe, BbIABJAILEN PAJ CUCTEMHBIX OrpaHUYeHUH. Bo-epBbIX, JOMUHUPOBAaHKE KOJMYEeCTBEHHbBIX
MeTpUK B ylep6 KaueCcTBeHHbIM acneKkTaM. CyliecTByouie Moeau GOKYCUPYIOTCS Ha U3MEPUMBbIX
napameTpax, UTHOPUPYsI KOTHUTUBHO-apPeKTUBHble KOMIIOHEHTHI NPOU3BOAUTENbHOCTU. Kak oTMe-
yaeT Korff, npeHe6pexxeHre 3MOIMOHAJBHBIMU (HAMPUMEpP, YPOBEHb CTpecca) U MOBeJeHYECKUMU
acrneKTaMM (HanpyMep, NpocolyaJbHble MHULMATUBBI) IPUBOJUT K HENOJTHOW OLleHKe OpraHM3alMoH-
HOM 3¢ PeKTUBHOCTH [27]. ITO NPOTHBOPEYUT NPUHIMIIAM L|eJIOCTHOTO YIIpaBJeHUs IepCOHAJIOM, IpeJ-
JIOXKEHHBIM B paMKax KoHIeniuu «Crnoco6HOCTU-MOTUBAIMU-BO3MOXHOCTHU» (Ability-Motivation-
Opportunity, AMO) [28]. Bo-BTOpbIX, reorpaduveckas U KyJbTypHasg OTPaHUYE€HHOCTb IMIIUPHUYECKOM
6a3bl. bosiee 80% uccinenoBanuit PMSE npoBesieHbl B KOHTeKcTe CeBepHOU AMEpPUKHU W 3amaJHOU
EBponsl [29], 4TO cO34aéT pUCK ITHOLEHTPUYECKON NIPe/iB3TOCTH. /laHHbIe, T0JIy4eHHble B UH/AUBHU-
Jya/IMCTUYECKUX KyJIbTypaX C HU3KMM ypOBHEM U30eraHusi HeonpeeJ€HHOCTH, He peJleBaHTHbI AJ1s
KOJIJIEKTUBUCTCKUX 06L1eCcTB (HampuMep, a3UaTCKUX WJIM BOCTOUHOEBPONENCKHUX), IJie IpyNIoBble
HOPMBI U Mepapxus MOAUGULUPYIOT BocnpusaTHe cipaBedauBocTy (PMSF). B-TpeTbuX, CTaTUYHOCTD
B yca0BUsIX IMdpoBoit TpaHchopmaluu. TpaaunronHbie Mojenu PMSE He afjanTupoBaHbl K BbI30BaM
Industry 4.0, TakuM Kak yja/iéHHasa paboTa UM UCNOJIb30BaHUe aaropuTMoB Al Jijis olleHKU Iepco-
Haua. [lo ganubIM Smith, Bititci, 67% opranusanuii BHeAPSAIOT UPOBbIe HHCTPYMEHThI YIIPaBJIeHUs,
OJJHAKO CYLIeCTBYIOLIMe TeOpeTUYeCKHe PaMKU He YYUTBIBAIOT AUHAMUKY 0O0pAaTHOM CBA3U U Kpay/-
COPCHHTOBBIX OLleHOK [30]. 3TO MPOTUBOPEUUT NMPUHIIMIIAM agile-MeHeKMEHTa, TPEOYIOIIEr0 THOKO-
CTHU ¥ UTepaTUBHOCTH [31]. JlaHHbIe OrpaHUYeHUsI IOAYEePKUBAIOT HE0OX0MMOCTb PEBU3UU TEOPETHU-
yecKux ocHOB PMSE ¢ y4éToM Kpocc-KyJIbTYPHBIX Pa3IMuMi, [MpPOBU3aALUU U XOJUCTUYECKOTO MO/ -
X0/Ia K YIIpaBJIEHHIO YeJIOBeYECKUMHU pecypcaMHu.

Hacrosiee vccienoBaHue onupaeTcsd Ha KOMOMHUPOBaHHYK Mojenb PMSE, unTerpupys eé
€ MOJieJibl0 TPebGOBaHUN U PECYpPCOB paboThl, a TAKXKe C KOHTEKCTYalbHbIM MoAxX0L0M. [lepBast rumno-
Te3a: PMSE nosioxuTe/bHO B/MsieT Ha BOBJIEUEHHOCTb B paboTy. Bropaa runoresa: BOB/Ie4eHHOCTD B
paboTy onocpezyeT cBsA3b PMSE c BeinosiHeHUeM 3a/ja4 ¥ KOHTEKCTHOU NPOM3BOAUTENBHOCTBIO. Tpe-
Thsl TUIIOTE3a: BOCHIPUHUMaeMas cnpaBeauBocTb (Performance Management System Fairness, PMSF)
cusbHee BausieT Ha CP, uem PMSA (puc. 2).

PMSE - WE; lpAMOe BNuAHKE

P

WE

—'\ PMSE
PMSF — CP: CunbHOe BNuaHue

cP PMSA - CP: Cnaboe BnusHue

~—

PMSA

PMSF

Puc. 2. Bzaumocesn3zbv PMSE, soss1eyeHHOCIMU U npou3eodumeaabHocmu
Fig. 2. The relationship between PMSE, engagement, and performance

['unoTe3sl NpAMON NOJI0XKUTENbHOU CBA3U Mexay PMSE u WE, cpaBHUTE/IBHO CUIBHOTO BJINA-
Husl «PMSF — CP» u ciaboro Bausinusi «PMSA — CP» Hauwiu nogTBep:xeHre NpU SMIUPUIECKOH TPO-
Bepke KoMIjeKcHOM Mogenu PMSE. Tunel v onvcaHue nepeMeHHbBIX, Y4aCTBYOILUX B CTPYKTYPHOM
ypaBHEHUH, Ipe/ICTaBJIeHbI B Ta0JI. 2.

TeopeTuyeckre 0OCHOBBI IOZYEPKUBAIOT HEOOXOJUMOCTb C6aIaHCUPOBAHHOIO OAX0/4, COYeTa-
I011er0 TOYHOCTb U CIIpaBe/JINBOCTb, [JIs1 JOCTUKEHUS YCTOWYHUBbIX OPTaHHU3allMOHHbIX Pe3y/IbTATOB.
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Ta6auna 2 - [lepeMeHHbIE, BK/JIIOYEHHBIE B CTPYKTYPHOE ypaBHEHUE
Table 2 - Variables included in the structural equation

IlepemeHHasn Tun Onucanue

PMSE HeszaBucumasa OcHoBHoM npegukTop («[IpoakTUBHOE yIpaBJieHUEe HABBI-
KaMHU COTPYAHUKOB»)

WE MegnaTtop BogJieueHHOCTb B paboTy (Work Engagement)

TP 3aBucuMas Task Performance (pe3y/ibTaTUBHOCTb 33/1a4)

CcP 3aBucuMas Contextual Performance (koHTeKkcTyasbHasi 3pPEKTUBHOCTD)

PMSF Mopepatop/He3zaBucumas | KomnonenT PMSE: «[logaep:xka pa3BUTHs HABBIKOB»

PMSA Mopgepatop/He3zaBucumas | KomnoneHT PMSE: «AfjanTaiiyss HaBbIKOB»

Pe3yabTaThl U 06CYKAEeHUE

Ha ocHoBe JjlaHHbIX, T0oy4eHHBIX OT 500 cOTPyAHUKOB 06pa3oBaTeJbHbIX OpraHu3aluH, 661U
NOATBEPXK/EeHbI KII04YeBble TUIIOTE3bI UCCIEeL0BAHUA:

1. PMSE noJioxuTeJIbHO BJMSIET HA BOBJIEYeHHOCTD B padoty (WE):

o Kom6unupoBanHbid apdekt PMSA 1 PMSF 06bsicHsieT 52% aucnepcun WE ($=0.68, p <0.001).

o PMSF (cnpaBeasimBocTh) oKasaJics 6oJiee 3Ha4YMMbIM npeauktopoM (=0.47, p<0.001), uem
PMSA (tounocts) ($=0.21, p<0.05).

2. WE onocpepayet cBa3b PMSE ¢ mpou3BoAUTENIBHOCTHIO:

o [lns Task Performance (TP): [Tosinoe nocpennudectBo WE ($=0.39, p <0.01), noJsist onocpeno-
BaHHOT0 3ddekTa - 63%.

o s Contextual Performance (CP): YactuuHoe nocpegHudectso (=0.24, p <0.05), noss ono-
cpenoBaHHoro a¢pdexrta - 41%.

3. PMSE cunbHee Bauset Ha TP, yeM Ha CP:

o llpsimoe BaussHue PMSE Ha TP: 3 = 0.58 (p <0.001).

o IIpssmoe Bausinue PMSE Ha CP: B = 0.32 (p <0.05).

Pe3ynbTaThl NOATBEPAKAAIOT BBIBOABI MoZesid Sharma, rae PMSE paccMaTpuBaeTcst Kak KOMOWHa-
[[Msl TOUHOCTH U cipaBeIMBOCTU. OJHAKO B OTJIMYHE OT NPeAbIAYLIHUX UCCIeJOBaHUM, B 06pa3oBaTeb-
HOM cekTope PMSF urpaeT JOMUHUPYIOLIYIO POJib. ITO COrJIacyeTcs ¢ BbiBoAaMu Audenaert et al., koTo-
pble OTMeuaJid, YTO B KOHTEKCTe BbICOKOW Heollpe/ie/IeHHOCTH (HampuMep, akaJieMUuieckasi cpesia) co-
TPYAHUKHA 0CO6EHHO YyBCTBUTEJIbHBI K IPO3PAaYHOCTH NpoLeayp. BrisB/ieHHOE 0JIHOe NOCPeJHUYECTBO
WE B cBsizu PMSE-TP noanep:xuBaet Teoputo JD-R: PMSE pelicTByeT Kak opraHvM3alMOHHBIN pecypc,
CHWXXAaKWUIMU CTpecc M yCUIMBAWIMU MOTUBaLMI0. OIHAKO YaCTUYHOE nocpegHu4ecTBoO A5 CP ykasbl-
BaeT Ha HaJIMyue JIONOJHUTENbHbIX GaKTOPOB, TAKUX KaK BHYTPEHHSISI MOTHBALMsl, KOTOpbIe He ObLIN
yuTeHbl B MoJiesid. AkeHT Ha TP cBsizan ¢ yueTkumu KPI (Hanpumep, ycrieBaeMoCTb CTYZEHTOB), TOrAa
kak CP (HanmpuMep, BHeyuYeOHble MHUIIMATHUBbI) 4aCTO UTHOPUPYETCS B CUCTEMAX BO3HATPaXKAeHUS.

Jns ycneutHoit uHTerpanuu Mmogaead PMSA u PMSF Tpe6yeTcs BHeipeHMe aHOHUMHbIX ONPOCOB
JUISl OLleHKU BOCIIPUSATHUSA CIIPaBEeAJIMBOCTH U 00yUeHUe MeHe/I)KePOB HaBbIKaM CIpaBe/IJIMBOM 06paT-
HOU CBsI3W (Hanpumep, no MeToAuKe Situation - Behavior - Impact). YcusieHue BoBjieueHHOCTH OyAeT
CMOCOOGCTBOBATh aKTUBU3ALUMH COTPYAHUKOB B NIOCTAaHOBKE Liesel yepe3 naaTGopMbl COBMECTHOIO
miaHupoBaHusa (HanpuMep, OKR-UHCTpyMeHTBhI) U BHEJPEHUI0 HEMOHETAPHBIX BO3HArpaXJeHUH
(my6JsiMyHOe Npu3HaHKe, BO3MOXKHOCTH pa3BUTHUs). [l/1s1 06pa3oBaTe/IbHBIX OpraHU3alMi HE06X0AUMO
cZiesaTh aKLEeHT Ha 06pa3oBaTe/bHbIM CEKTOP U BKJIOYUTh CP B cucTeMy oueHKH (Hampumep, yuyeT
MEHTOPCTBA UM HAYYHBIX UHUI[AATHUB).

3akyoueHve

UccnepoBanue noaTBepauio, uto PMSE aBisieTca k/aw4eBbIM ApailBepoM BOBJIEYEHHOCTH U
MPOM3BOAUTEIBHOCTH, HO €€ 3P PEeKTUBHOCTb 3aBUCUT OT OaJlaHCa MEXY TEXHUYECKOH TOUHOCTBIO U
YeJI0BEKO-OpPUEHTUPOBAHHOM CIpaBeAJIMBOCTbIO. Pe3yibTaThl MOAUYEPKHUBAIOT HEOOXOIUMOCTD afiall-
TalUU CUCTEM yNPaBJEHUS K KyJIbTYPHBIM U OPraHU3alMOHHBIM 0COOGEHHOCTSIM, 0COGEHHO B pa3BUBalo-
muxcsl cTpaHax. Jlyig 06pa3oBaTeNIbHOrO0 CEKTOpa KPUTHUYECKH BAXXHO MHTETrPUPOBATh KOHTEKCTHYIO
npou3BoAuTeNbHOCTb (CP) B KpUTepUu o1jeHKH, YTOOBI CTUMYJIMPOBATh UHHOBALIMHM U COTPY/IHUYECTBO.
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